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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3 and 8-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Mai (6,871,979). 

With respect to claim 1 , Mai shows, a direct backlight module comprising: a first 
plate (50); a second plate (46) connected to the first plate forming a space between 
(Fig. 2); a plurality of light sources (44) disposed in the space; and a third plate (52) with 
a plurality of openings (58) disposed outside the space directly contacting the first plate 
where they meet and are fused (Fig. 2). As stated in the applicant's remarks, "the third 
plate 52 does directly contact the first plate 50" (page 8, lines 22-23). 

As for claim 2, Mai shows, the direct backlight module wherein the first plate 
comprises: a plurality of protrusions; and a plurality of recesses, wherein the plurality of 
protrusions and recesses are alternately arranged, and the plurality of light sources are 
disposed in the plurality of recesses (Fig. 2). 

As for claim 3, Mai shows, the backlight module wherein the plurality of openings 
(58) are disposed corresponding to the plurality of protrusions and form a plurality of 
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channels (Fig. 2). "Corresponding" does not mean to "align with" as argued, it only 
means that the two components need to have positions based on one another, as 
shown in (Fig. 2). 

As for claim 8, Mai shows, the backlight module wherein the cross-section of the 
plurality of protrusions and recesses is trapezoidal-shaped (Fig. 6). 

AS for claim 9, Mai shows, the backlight module wherein the cross-section of the 
plurality of protrusions and recesses is triangular-shaped (Fig. 2). 

As for claim 10, Mai shows, the backlight module wherein the first plate is a 
reflector plate (50). 

As for claim 11, Mai shows, the backlight module wherein the second plate is a 
diffusion plate (46). 

As for claim 13, Mai shows, the backlight module wherein the plurality of 
light sources (44) are lamps. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Mai in view of Skinner et al. (6,417,832). 
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Mai teaches all of the claimed elements, as disclosed above, except for the 
backlight module further comprising an enforced heat dissipation device disposed at the 
channel, wherein the device is a fan. Skinner, drawn to cooled backlighting, teaches an 
enforced heat dissipation device that is a fan (29) disposed at (claim 15(e)) cooling 
channels (61, 62, 63). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time of the invention, to use the fan of Skinner at the channel of Mai, in order allow 
cool air to enter behind each lamp (Abstract). Further "disposed at" does not entail "the 
air flow produced by the enforced heat dissipation device runs along the channel," as is 
stated in the applicant remarks - the fan could be disposed at the channel and oriented 
in such a direction to produce air flow across the channel rather then along the channel. 
In this rejection, as in the previous rejections, the proper motivation is and was taught in 
the prior art (Abstract). 



Claim 4 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: the prior art does not teach or suggest the backlight module wherein the third 
plate comprises a plurality of flexible portions respectively connected to the sides of the 
channels. 



Allowable Subject Matter 




Conclusion 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action arid the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William J. Carter whose telephone number is (571)272- 
0959. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Renee S. Luebke can be reached on (571)272-2009. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



wjc 

08/12/05 




